Electronically Filed

10/11/2019 10:21 AM
Idaho Supreme Court
Karel Lehrman, Clerk of the Court
By: Brad Thies,

Deputy Clerk

LAWRENCE G. WASDEN
Attorney General
State of Idaho

COLLEEN D. ZAHN
Deputy Attorney General
Chief, Criminal

Law Division

KENNETH K. JORGENSEN
Deputy Attorney General
P.O. Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010
(208) 334—4534
E—mail: ecf@ag.idah0.gov

IN

THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,

)

NO. 46986-2019

)

Plaintiff-Respondent,

)

V.

)

Ada County Case No.

)

CR01-19-2924

)

LYDLA PAIGE EVANS,

)

RESPONDENT’S BRIEF

)

Defendant-Appellant.

)
)

183$
Has Evans
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Furthermore, “[a] sentence ﬁxed Within the limits prescribed by the statute will ordinarily not be

considered an abuse 0f discretion by the
90,

trial

court.”

Li. (quoting State V. Nice,
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(R., pp.31-34.)

appropriate in light 0f Evans’ incessant substance abuse and criminal offending, her
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conviction for felony possession 0f a controlled substance. (PSI, pp.2-3, 77-78.) Evans has been
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above and for reasons more fully
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Conclusion
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Court t0 afﬁrm Evans” conviction and sentence.
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in

You have

anything.

6

you

7

anything you would

also

have

Is there

a

don't have to say
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released from the Rider to probation. And then
within a month, on August 2017,
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second probation violation again for absconding.

pretty tough.
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stand there and

I see her heartbroken for you,
to
me. So I‘m glad that you
something
says
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understand that you're worth saving.
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THE COURT: I need to go through your
history. And the reason I have to do that is
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because on paper, you are, quotelunquote,

history.

I

12
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it

need to go through

"a

mere

this

you already had a

As you know, because you were living
then referred to Drug Court. You
were
you
ﬂopped Drug Court. And they had no choice. They
had -- wen, they had a choice, but they were
trying, probably, to save your life. So they
this,

18

in May of 2018.
2018 to December 4th of 2018,
you're sitting in custody. And December 4, 2018,
they parole you. Within a month and a half,

19

January 2019, you have got your

20

parole violation ﬁled.

21

in
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February 26th of 2019. That makes

23
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24

way, even

25
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is
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in
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a controlled substance.

like to

pretty sad.

Your attorney
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Canyon County to possession of
He issued an order
withholding judgment, placed you on probation, and
you absconded. In 2016, you went on a period of
retained jurisdiction. In 2017, July, you were

2

6

DEFENDANT: No.
COURT: Do you see hope in your future?
DEFENDANT: I don't know.
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2015, you pled guilty before
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In
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THE COURT: Ms. Evans, you
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using drugs, either
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way
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MS. COMSTOCK: No, Your Honor.
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is
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fine,
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guilty to

only, no public

9
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THE COURT: Court costs
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Based on your plea of
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defender reimbursement, no
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shaking your head no.

7
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6

what you
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if

save your
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this a long time,
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not a prosocial
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